significant health hazard.     On the other hand,   the operator is  charge-
able with knowledge that sampling was required on each production shift
during the period fixed  for abatement.     Any claimed ambiguity in  the
improved standard is'resolved by reference to  the  statutory standard in
effect since 1970,     That ignorance of  the law is no defense applies
whether the law be a statute or a duly promulgated and published
regulation.     United States v.   International Minerals  & Chemical Corp.
402 U.S.  558,  563  (1971).

?or these reasons,  and after considering the other statutory
criteria,  1 conclude the amount of the penalty warranted for the viola-
tion found is $150.00.

Accordingly,  it is ORDERED that the operator pay the penalty
assessed,   $150.00,  on or before Friday,  February 26,   1982,   and  that
subject to payment the captioned matted) be DISMISSED.

Joseph B.  Kennefly
Administrative Law Judge

Distribution:

Samuel Skeen,  Jr.,  Esq.,  Consolidation Coal Company,   1800 Washington
Road, Pittsburgh,  PA    15241     (Certified Mail)

David E.  Street, Esq.,  Office of the Solicitor,  U.S.  Department of
Labor,   3535 Market St., Philadelphia,  PA    19104     (Certified Mail)
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